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But if in spite of these dangers we can rise above 
them, subvent them, and reach to Milton's conception 
of a "liberty to know, to utter, and to argue freely 
according to conscience, above all liberties"; if we can 
preserve the freedom of the press in all matters not di- 
rectly related to military operations of war; if we con- 
tinue and extend our inalienable right to the freedom of 
speech and peaceable assembly, all with the fearlessness 
of Wendell Phillips, who said, "If there is anything that 
cannot bear free thought, let it crack," then out of the 
birth throes of this war there may be born a fairer child 
of democracy. 

Our nation has an opportunity to attain unto greater 
things than ever hitherto. We cannot agree with Mr. 
Harding that "it is none of our business what type of 
government any nation on this earth may choose to 
have," because a particular kind of government within 
a given nation may be a constant menace to the peace 
of the world. We cannot agree with Mr. Borah, who 
insists that we are "joining no crusade," for the reason 
that that is the only energizing motive we can possibly 
have that will excuse us to the coming generations. 
Neither can we agree with Mr. McCulloch that "we 
should enter this war merely for the purpose of protect- 
ing our rights." Bather if, as a result of our partici- 
pation in this war, we overcome the doctrine that brute 
force is the only true basis of statehood; if, in conse- 
quence, we set up a congress and high court of nations 
in the place of a "balance of power" ; if we establish the 
principle of equality of States and define measurably 
their duties; if we substitute the will to peace in place 
of the will to war, and all these the more easily because 
of this war, then again this war will not have been in 
vain. 

We, are of those who agree with Walter E. Weyl that 
the only escape for modern civilization is through the 
substitution of an international for the present national- 
istic imperialism — an internationalism which will be the 
fulfillment and not the negation of nationalism. If we 
may take the nations now at war at their word, we have 
every hope that they will yet develop a dynamic evo- 
lutionary pacifism, based, as says Dr. Weyl, "on a prin- 
ciple of ever-changing adjustment of nations to an ever- 
changing environment." And if we can bend the gi- 
gantic forces now loose in the world in the direction of 
these high ends, the storm of the present may bring, 
more quickly than we heretofore had dared to hope, a 
harvest of right international ideas within an organized 
world. "I can see peace coming now," said Mr. Lloyd 
George on the twelfth of April — "not a peace which will 
mean endless preparation for strife and bloodshed, but 
a real peace, such as this old world has never known." 
Such a harvest will be a harvest indeed. 



LEST WE FORGET 

By its vote Congress has indorsed President Wilson's 
declaration, made before the House and Senate on 
the evening of April 2, of our reasons for going into war 
and the aims we shall pursue in carrying on that war. 
In this address there is much that we cannot afford to 
forget, if we choose to wage our battles against Germany 
on the grounds as far as possible of high moral principle. 
In Europe we have seen how during the course of the 
war it is possible, if not inevitable, that a nation may 
change its point of view as the stress of war impinges 
upon it, now from one quarter, now from another. It 
should be our earnest desire to maintain, if possible, an 
attitude throughout the whole war strictly consistent 
with the high purposes with which we entered into it. 
The President's address has been acelaimed almost uni- 
versally as the unmistakable expression of the will of all 
America. It is desirable, therefore, that we read this 
document carefully and write indelibly on our memory 
certain phrases which we can call to mind later on, when 
the temptations of expediency, of a too blind zeal, or of 
fury of retaliation might urge us to forget them or grad- 
ually to lower our present estimate of them. 

First, it is to be noted that the President has termed 
the opposition to the Central Powers a "League of 
Honor," "fighting for freedom in the world, for justice, 
and for peace." More specifically, we are fighting for 
"democracy," "for the rights and liberties of small na- 
tions," for "such a concert of free peoples as shall bring 
peace and safety to all nations and make the world itself 
at last free." In doing this, again, "our motive will not 
be revenge or the victorious assertion of the physical 
might of the nation, but only the vindication of rights, 
of human rights, of which we are only a single cham- 
pion." Furthermore, "we seek no indemnities for our- 
selves, no material compensation for the sacrifices we 
shall freely make." We shall "fight without rancor" and 
"conduct our operations as belligerents without passion, 
and ourselves observe with proud punctilio the principles 
of right and of fair play we profess to be fighting for." 

This is the sort of warfare to which we have pledged 
ourselves. To fall short of the standards thus set by 
our President would be to suffer morally an ignominious 
defeat, whatever physical victories we may secure. The 
measure by which we shall be able to stand by our colors, 
to fight our fight as we have sworn to do, will largely be 
determined by the attitude we hold toward the foe. 

It has seemed at times as though it must be impossible 
in modern warfare for a nation to conduct itself accord- 
ing to the principles of right and justice and for a people 
to accept the necessity of war purely as a disagreeable 
necessity, without the concomitant disregard for all laws 
of fair play and all respect for the adversary. For this 
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reason, it is necessary for us to imprint upon our con- 
sciousness other phrases from this great statement of 
our purposes and resolves. We must remember that "we 
have no quarrel with the German people. We have no 
feeling toward them but one of sympathy and friend- 
ship"; that it is the German Government that we are, 
in actual fact, fighting, and not the German people. 
We are fighting this government "because we know in 
such a government ... we can never have a friend, 
and that in the presence of its organized power . . . 
can be no assured security for the democratic govern- 
ments of the world." This we must remember in what- 
ever activities we engage in abroad; but it is still more 
necessary that we remember it in our attitude in this 
country toward those who are unfortunate enough to 
find themselves either aliens in a hostile land or citizens 
of our country torn by conflicting emotions, of loyalty 
to the land of their adoption and of relationship to the 
people from which they came. Our President has said 
that we are "the sincere friends of the German people," 
and "we shall happily still have an opportunity to prove 
that friendship in our daily attitude and actions toward 
the millions of men and women of German birth and 
native sympathy who live among us and share our life, 
and we shall be proud to prove it toward all who are in 
fact loyal to their neighbors and to the Government in 
the hour of test." 

We need not to be reminded that "it is a fearful thing 
to lead this great, peaceful people into war," or that "to 
such a task we can dedicate everything that we are and 
everything that we have." We shall not fail to put our 
whole hearts into this war, but in our zeal we must not 
forget either the high ideals for which we fight or the 
high standards of warfare that, for the honor of our 
country, we must maintain. 
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ARE WE "A GOOD LOSER"? 

good loser is the old American Peace Society," 
says an editorial in the old Springfield Republi- 
can; and yet in one sense the American Peace Society 
is by this war no loser at all. The plan for international 
organization and a governed world, outlined first by 
William Ladd, and maintained these many years by the 
Society he founded, stands today as intact as ever and 
more intelligently understood and appreciated withal. 
Only in so far as the popular mind is for the time di- 
verted from thoughts of the ultimate peace to thoughts 
of the present war are we in any sense losers ; and that 
that diversion is only temporary and possibly helpful is 
shown by the increasing diligence with which plans for 
a lasting peace, based upon our ancient principles, are 
being formulated by all the nations at war. 

If we have not lost, it is, we believe, because our So- 



ciety has granted unqualified and spontaneous support 
to our government in this crisis. It might easily be- 
come folly for us to oppose with mere tactics of ob- 
struction our fellow-citizens, earnest for peace as we, 
even though their path toward it be other than that 
which we would take. Who will not go our way, we 
shall go his, so long as the goal is the same; and our 
hope is to convince him of our sincerity and sympathy. 
We may say, further, that we do not seek merely to fol- 
low the government. We aim to go side by side with it 
in its effort to win peace as best it can. 

We believe that our fellow-citizens will neither fail to 
recognize our purpose nor to continue their support. 
In any event, it is gratifying to note that the American 
Peace Society's action has already aroused comment of 
a most favorable and encouraging sort. Among others, 
we choose to present the friendly criticism of such a 
paper of widely recognized sterling qualities as the 
Springfield Republican. This is what this paper says 
editorially in its issue of March 31 : 

A Sane Position 

The position now taken by the American Peace Society 
might sanely be taken by every citizen after he has had 
his say, in the present crisis, on the issue of peace or 
war. At the recent meeting of the Society's Executive 
Committee it was voted that the decision as to whether 
the United States should enter the war should be left 
entirely to the United States Government. "The Amer- 
ican Peace Society cannot decide this question," it was 
deliberately affirmed. 

That was not an easy conclusion to reach, for the 
American Peace Society is the oldest one in the world, 
and it has been stoutly fighting war nearly one hundred 
years. 

After leaving the momentous decision to the govern- 
ment, moreover, the Society's Executive Committee con- 
cluded that there was still something to think of, and 
that was "loyalty to the land which makes our work for 
international justice possible." There is something in 
loyalty ; a peace society need not secede. 

A good loser is the old American Peace Society. 
There is no despair in its attitude. It has seen too many 
wars come and go. There will be work for it in that 
future sure to come, when the whole civilized world will 
spend a. generation investigating, analyzing, and judging 
its own blood-guilt and its own shame. 

If there be anything to add to this frank statement, 
it is that the Society's work does not wait for the future. 
We have our work now, for "support" such as we pledge 
means more than getting out of the way merely. In the 
measure that our members stand by us and lend us the 
strength of their sympathy and cooperation, we shall 
render a support that will count and of which none may 
be ashamed; and this is a matter for each individual 
member of this Society and for each of our readers to 
take closely to heart. 



